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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

09/992,583 


Examiner 

Ramesh B. Patel 


Applicant(s) 
HENNION, BERNARD 


Art Unit 

2121 


- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to repty within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 November 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-11 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-11 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 14 November 2001 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1 )D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)EI All b)Q Some*c)D None of: 

Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


1. E3 

2. D 

3. D 


Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1.78. 


Attachment(s) 

1) £3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) |3 Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) 3 . 


4) CD Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other 


U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-03) 


Office Action Summary 


Part of Paper No. 5 
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DETAILED ACTION 


1. Claims 1-12 are presented for examination. Claim 12 has been added due to the 
preliminary amendment filed on 1 1/14/2001. 


2. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in this application and placed in the 
file. 


3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1 1/142001 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 6, 10 and 11 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 6, line 3, the term "model:" should be "model". 

Claim 10, line 4, the term "model:" should be "model". 
Claim 1 1 , line 4, the term "model:" should be "model". 
Appropriate correction is required. 


Priority 


Information Disclosure Statement 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "or the like" and/or "of the type" renders the 
claim(s) indefinite because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed 
(those encompassed by "or the like" and/or "of the type"), thereby rendering the scope 
of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP § 21 73.05(d). 

Regarding claims 3 and 8, the phrase "such as" and/or "so that" renders the 
claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are 
part of the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claims 1 and 3-12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See 
MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: 

The following limitation(s) are recited for assisting the applicant for reviewing 
claimed subject matter. Claim 1, line 2, "with a time constant less than that associated 
with remote control" (it should be either "with remote control system" or "remote 
controller")- Also, the examiner has noticed that applicant has used various terms in 
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above claim(s) which are not clear and/or not appropriate and/or not consistent and/or 
appears to be there is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim(s) such 
as: "said other member"; "said other system"; "the member coupled"; "the coupled 
members" (claim 5); "determining the following parameters" (claims 6, 9, 1 1); "said 
feedback member"; "the other force feedback member"; "another remote system"; there 
is not a proper structural relationships between these limitation and/or it appears to be 
missing some information and/or it is not clear to interpret the structural relationship 
between the limitations. 

Applicant is suggested to review all claims and entire disclosure and make 
appropriate correction as required. 

Dependent claims, which are not particularly rejected, are rejected based on the 
rejected base claim. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Examiner has not rejected any claims against any cited prior art 
of the record due to the objection and/or 35 USC 112, second paragraph rejection to 
claims 1-12 as given above. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramesh B. Patel whose telephone number is 703-308- 
6673. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th; 7:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anil Khatri can be reached on 703-305-0282. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-9051 for 
regular communications and 703-305-3718 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 


Ramesh B. Pafel - 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2121 



January 9, 2004 


